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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/30/2006 have been considered but are moot in view of the 
new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 19-66 are objected to because of the following informalities: the terms "portable" 
in the preamble of claims 19-66 are missing. Accordingly, the preamble of the claims 19-66 
must be changed to "The portable wireless handheld device". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 18-32, 34-38, 40-48, 50-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Busack (US 6,020,851 A) in view of Barstow et al. (US 5,189,630 A) and further in view of 
Koehleretal. (US 20010042105 A1). 

Regarding claim 18, Busack discloses a device (40, 42) to be used at an event (auto 
race) by a user while watching the event live, the device comprising a receiver (within 40) being 
configured to receive video content transmitted to the receiver, signal processing logic (within 
40) configured for selectable operation by a user to select video content (i.e.. a particular vehicle 
for viewing during the event); and a display being configured to display video content selected 
by the user (see figure 1; col. 1, lines 5-11 and 49-51; col. 3, lines 24-30 and 36-40). 
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Busack does not teach that the device is a portable wireless handheld device for 
wirelessly receiving video content and permitting the user to carry the portable wireless 
handheld device about the event and choose where to view the video content selected by the 
user while roaming at the event during the event. However, Barstow teaches broadcasting 
information about a live event to viewer's computer via wireless transmission, and wherein the 
viewer's computer is portable, or pocket-sized computer that will have the full functional 
capability of presenting the broadcasted live event as audiovisual content. (See abstract; figures 
1 , 8, 20; col. 12, lines 49-58; col. 25, lines 32-46). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify device of Busack as a portable 
wireless handheld device for wirelessly receiving video content. Because of the that feature, a 
view can carry the portable wireless handheld device about the event and choose where to view 
the video content selected by the viewer while roaming at the event during the event. Therefore, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the system of Busack by including a portable wireless handheld device for wirelessly 
receiving video content as taught by Barstow in order to provide convenience to the viewer for 
carrying the device. 

Busack does not explicitly teach selecting video content from a plurality of cameras 
located at event. However, Koehler teaches that a system allows a viewer to select one or more 
views from car views provided from cameras in cars 12-18 in a race event to (see 0027). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combined system of Busack and Barstow by selectively providing video 
content from one of cameras in cars in a race event to a viewer as taught by Koehler to allow 
the view to watch the selected car view as desired. 
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Regarding claim 19. Busack as modified Barstow further teacfies that the viewer wirelessly 
receives live event and subevents (see Barstow: col. 10, lines 20-30; col. 9, lines 34-38; col. 12, lines 
49-60; col. 25, lines 42-46; col. 22, lines 60-68). 

Regarding claim 20. Busack as modified Barstow further teaches that a portable user 
interface, within said handheld housing, configured to allow the user to select video content for 
display by the display from the live event and subevents (see Barstow: col. 2, lines 2-7; col. 12, lines 
49-60; col. 25, lines 42-46; col. 22, lines 60-68). 

Regarding claim 21. the combination of Busack. Barstow, and Koehler further teaches that 
the receiver wirelessly receives audio signals associated with the event, and further comprising a 
portable user interface configured to allow the user to select audio content from one of the sources (a 
user can select to listen communications between the driver and pit crew, wherein the audio signals 
are received from a plurality of audio sources - see Busack and Koehler: abstract). 

Regarding claim 22, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler further teaches that 
the receiver wirelessly receives a plurality of video signals defining said video content from the 
cameras at the event that the user is attending live (see Koehler: 0027 and 0012). Busack, Barstow, 
and Koehler do not teach receiving video signals from a plurality of cameras at another remote event. 
Official Notice is taken that providing video signals via a plurality of cameras at a remote event such 
as sporting event or news is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the combined system of Busack, 
Barstow, and Koehler by providing video signals from a plurality of cameras at another remote event 
such as another sporting event or news in order to provide different video content for enhancing 
distribution system. 

Regarding claim 23. the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler further teaches a 
portable user interface configured to allow the user to select for simultaneous outputting audio 
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content from a plurality of sources, and wherein the audio content from one source is output at an 
increased amplitude relative to the audio content from another source (i.e., by prioritizing, the user 
can hear communications from a particular team while still hear communications from other team - 
see Koehler: 0019). 

Regarding claim 24. the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler further teaches that 
the receiver wirelessly receives the video content when the user is roaming at the event (since the 
device 40 is at the race for receiving the audio/video and the modified device is a portable wireless 
device for receiving video signals wirelessly - see Busack: figure 1; Barstow: col. 12, lines 59-60; col. 
25, lines 37-46). 

Regarding claim 25, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler further teaches that a 
portable user interface and wherein the receiver is configured to receive a plurality of multiplexed 
video signals, on of the multiplexed video signals being selected using the user interface (selecting 
the received video channels via user interface - see Koehler: 0026 and col. 9, lines 34-38 and col. 22. 
lines 60-68). 

Regarding claim 26. the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that the event 
is an automobile race and the plurality of video signals provide video content from live on-track video 
camera and a pit crew video camera (see Busack: figure 1; Koehler: figure 1 and 0027). 

Regarding claim 27. the combination of Busack, Barstow. and Koehler teaches that a user 
interface configured to allow the user to select intermittently images representing said video content 
for display by the display (i.e.. selecting one or more views from car views for display - see Koehler: 
0027). 

Regarding claim 28, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that the video 
content includes video content intermittent images of the event (video content includes the views of 
auto race - see Busack: abstract and col. 1 , lines 5-1 0). 
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Regarding claim 29, the connbination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehier teaches that a user 
interface configured to control operation of said signal processing logic such that the user away from 
the event while intermittently viewing images defining said video content (since the device 40 is at the 
race for receiving the audio/video and the modified device is a portable wireless device for receiving 
video signals wirelessly - see Busack: figure 1 ; Barstow: col. 12, lines 59-60; col. 25, lines 37-46). 

Regarding claim 30, the combined teaching of Busack, Barstow, and Koehier fail to teach a 
user interface configured to provide one touch operation. Official Notice is taken that a user interface 
comprising touch operation is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the device of the combined 
system of Busack, Barstow, and Koehier by including a user interface comprising touch operation in 
order to allow the user operating the device in a convenient manner. 

Regarding claim 31, the combined teaching of Busack, Barstow, and Koehier fail to teach the 
display is a liquid crystal display. Official Notice is taken that LCD display is well known in the art. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the device of the combined system of Busack, Barstow, and Koehier by including 
LCD display in order to display video or pictures with higher quality. 

Regarding claim 32, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehier teaches that the 
display comprises a plurality of screens (screen 104 and 1 10 - see Koehier: figures 4). 

Regarding claim 34, the combination of Busack. Barstow, and Koehier teaches that the 
plurality of the sources provide a sideline view of said event and a spectator view of said event 
(providing television broadcaster's view of the race event and car views - see Koehier: 0027), 

Regarding claim 35, the combination of Busack. Barstow, and Koehier teaches that the video 
content provides different images from the event, said signal processing logic allowing the user to 
select images for display on the display when the user is away from the event (since the device 40 is 
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at the race for receiving video content and selectively displaying the views in response to the viewer 
selection - see Busack: figure 1 and abstract; Koehler: 0027; Barstow: col. 12, lines 59-60; col. 25, 
lines 37-46). 

Regarding claim 36, Busack discloses a device (40, 42) to be used at an event (auto 
race) by a user while watching the event live, the device comprising a receiver (within 40) being 
configured to receive video content transmitted to the receiver, signal processing logic (within 
40) configured for selectable operation by a user to select video content (I.e., a particular vehicle 
for viewing during the event); and a display being configured to display video content selected 
by the user (see figure 1; col. 1, lines 5-11 and 49-51; col. 3, lines 24-30 and 36-40). 

Busack does not teach that the device Is a portable wireless handheld device for 
wirelessly receiving video content and permitting the user to carry the portable wireless 
handheld device about the event and choose where to view the video content selected by the 
user while roaming at the event during the event. However, Barstow teaches broadcasting 
information about a live event to viewer's computer via wireless transmission, and wherein the 
viewer's computer Is portable, or pocket-sized computer that will have the full functional 
capability of presenting the broadcasted live event as audiovisual content. (See abstract; figures 
1, 8, 20; col. 12, lines 49-58; col. 25, lines 32-46). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill In the art at the time the Invention was made to modify device of Busack as a portable 
wireless handheld device for wirelessly receiving video content. Because of the that feature, a 
view can carry the portable wireless handheld device about the event and choose where to view 
the video content selected by the viewer while roaming at the event during the event. Therefore, 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time the invention was made 
to modify the system of Busack by including a portable wireless handheld device for wirelessly 
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receiving video content as taught by Barstow in order to provide convenience to the viewer for 
carrying the device. 

Busack does not explicitly teach selecting video content from a plurality of cameras 
located at event. However, Koehler teaches that a system allows a viewer to select one or more 
views from car views provided from cameras in cars 12-18 in a race event to (see 0027). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the combined system of Busack and Barstow by selectively providing video 
content from one of cameras in cars in a race event to a viewer as taught by Koehler to allow 
the view to watch the selected car view as desired. 

Regarding claim 37, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that the 
event is a sporting event (race event - Busack and Koehler: figure 1). 

Regarding claim 38, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that the event 
is played on a race track and one of the cameras is located on the race track (see Busack: see figure 
1; Koehler: see figure 1). 

Regarding claim 40, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler further teach that the 
event is a game played on a field and the video content received by the receiver includes a first 
image from a field sideline perspective of the game and a second image from a spectator perspective 
of the game, the signal processing logic allowing the user to select one of the first and second images 
(i.e., selecting one or more views from car views for display - see Koehler: 0027). 

Regarding claim 41, tfie combination of Busacl<, Barstow, and Koeliler further teacli that the 
event occurs at a stadium and the handheld device is configured to operate at the stadium (since the 
device 40 is at the race for receiving the audio/video and the device wirelessly receives video signals 
- see Busack: figure 1; Barstow: col. 12, lines 59-60; col. 25, lines 37-46). 
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Regarding claim 42, the combination of Busack, Barstow. and Koehler further teaches that 
video content includes first and second images associated with separate first and second events, said 
signal processing logic allowing said user to select one of said first and second images (the device 
allows the user to select video content for display by the display from the live event and subevents - 
see Barstow: col. 2, lines 2-7; col. 12. lines 49-60; col. 25, lines 42-46; col. 22, lines 60-68). 

Regarding claims 43 and 44. the combination of Busack, Barstow. and Koehler teaches that 
the receiver is configured to receive the video content while a user roams at event (the device 40 and 
user are at the race, wherein the device wirelessly receives audio/video signals - see Busack: figure 
1; Busack: figure 1; Barstow: col. 12, lines 59-60; col. 25, lines 37-46). 

Regarding claim 45, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that the device 
comprises an antenna, provided on the handheld housing, that is configured to receive, in said video 
content, a first image associated with the event and a second images associated with another event 
(see Barstow: col. 2, lines 2-7; col. 12, lines 49-60; col. 25, lines 42-46; col. 22. lines 60-68; col. 25, 
lines 37-46 and figures 8 and 20). 

Regarding claims 46 and 47. the combination of Busack. Barstow. and Koehler further 
teaches the feature of selecting video content and displaying the selected video content on the 
display (see Busack: abstract; Koehler: 0027; and Barstow: see col. 22, lines 60-68). 

^ Regarding claim 48. the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that the 
receiver permits the user to roam away from the event while the display intermittently displays images 
defining by said selected video content (since the device 40 is at the race for receiving and displaying 
the audio/video and the device wirelessly receives video signals - see Busack: figure 1 ; Barstow: see 
col. 12. lines 49-60). 

Regarding claims 50, 51 and 53-59, see rejection of claims 37, 38 and 40-45 and 48, 
respectively. 
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Regarding claims 61 and 62, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that 
the receiver receives a plurality of multiplexed video signals carried over a carrier frequency (see 
Barstow: col. 9. lines 28-38 and Koehler: 0027). 

Regarding claims 63 and 64, the combination of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler teaches that 
the video content selected and displayed corresponds to a single camera wherein the user is able to 
view video content from the single video camera (a car view from a camera in a race car - see 
Koehler: 0027 and figure 1 ). 

Regarding claims 65 and 66, the combination of Busack. Barstow, and Koehler teaches that 
the display displays video content from a single one of the cameras in a continuous and uninterrupted 
manner until the user choose to select video content from another one of the cameras (the viewer can 
select a car view from a camera in a race car to be displayed in a continuous and uninterrupted 
manner until the viewer wants to select another car view captured by another camera in another race 
car - see Koehler: figurel and 0027). 

5. Claims 39 and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Busack 
(US 6,020851 A) in view of Barstow et al. (US 5,189,630 A) and further in view of Koehler et al. (US 
20010042105 Al) and in view of Khosia (US 6,080,063 A). 

Regarding claims 39 and 52, the combined teachings of Busack, Barstow. and Koehler fail to 
show a camera located on a helmet of a player. However, Khosia discloses that participants in live 
event 100 wear helmet cameras which provide participant perspectives on live event 100 (see col. 4, 
lines 19-21). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the combined system of Busack, Barstow. and Koehler by including a 
camera located on a helmet of a player as disclosed by Khosia for capturing images from the player 
position within live event. 
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6. Claims 49 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Busack 
(US 6,020851 A) in view of Barstow et al. (US 5,189.630 A) and further in view of Koehler et al. (US 
20010042105 Al) and in view of Perlman (US 6,125,259 A). 

Regarding claims 49 and 60. the combined teachings of Busack, Barstow, and Koehler fail to 
show analyzing information received by the receiver for indicating whether the device is authorized to 
display a select image defined by the select video content. However, Perlman teaches the feature 
that when a particular channel is selected for reception, the microprocessor requests the 
authorization status of the selected channel from a scrambler module, and the microprocessor then 
determines if the selected channel is authorized for viewing. The authorization status of a particular 
channel may be selectively enabled by transmitting a suitable authorization code to the scrambler 
module (see col. 10. lines 12-32). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to modify the combined system of the combined teachings of 
Busack, Barstow, and Koehler by Including a module to analyze the received authorization code 
indicating authorization status for viewing a selected channel as taught by Perlman in order to ensure 
the authorized viewer to view the channel for security purposes. 

7. Claim 33 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Busack (US 
6.020851 A) in view of Barstow et al. (US 5.189,630 A) and further in view of Koehler et al. (US 
20010042105 Al) and in view of Rallison et al. (US 5,903.395 A). 

Regarding claim 33, the combination of Busack. Barstow, and Koehler does not teach that 
device comprises a shroud substantially surrounding said display. However, Rallison teaches that a 
display device comprises a shroud 112 surrounding a display (see col. 8. lines 8-10 and figures 1-5). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify the device of the combined teachings of Busack, Barstow. and Koehler by including a 
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shroud surrounding a display as taught by Rallison in order to block stray light and hold and align of 
various components of the device. 

Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant 
is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ngoc K. Vu whose telephone number is 571-272-7306. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller can be reached on 571-272-7353. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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^ Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status infomiation for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Ngoc K. Vu 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2623 



